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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . The amendment was received on November 10, 2005. Claims 1-30 are pending. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments, see amendment, page 19, 9^^ and 10^*^ lines from the 
bottom, filed 1 1/10/2005, with respect to the rejection(s) of claim(s) 1 ,15,16 and 30 
under 102(e) have been fully considered and are persuasive. Therefore, the rejection 
has been withdrawn. However, upon further consideration, a new ground(s) of rejection 
is made in view of Boland (US Patent 6,674,484 B1 ). 

Drawings 

3. Due to the amendment of the specification the objection to the drawings are 
withdrawn. 

Specification 

4. Due to the amendment of the specification the objection to the specification is 
withdrawn. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

5. Due to the amendment the rejection of claims 2,12,14,17 and 27 are withdrawn. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

6. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

7, Claims 1-5,11-20 and 26-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Boland et al. (US Patent 6,674,484 B1 ). 

Regarding claim 1 , Boland et al. discloses a method for shifting a perspective of 
a composite image (Fig. 7, numerals 710,720 and 730 is interpreted as a composite 
image.) derived from a plurality of component images (Fig. 2, labels Va-Vz) including a 
first image (Fig. 2, label Va) and a second image (Fig. 2, label Vb corresponds to fig. 
7, num. 720), the composite image including derived component images (Fig.7, 
numerals 710-730) derived from the component images, the derived component images 
including the first image (Fig. 7, num. 710) as a center of projection and a modified 
version of the second image (Fig. 7, num. 720), the modified version of the second 
image having been corrected for perspective distortion relative to the first image (As 
shown in fig. 7), the method comprising: 

a) receiving an instruction to shift the perspective (Fig. 7, num. 750 is an 
instruction from a user.) of the composite image to make the second image the center of 
projection (Fig. 7, num. 720 is rotated to the position of fig. 7, num. 710); 
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b) determining a transformation (via the rotation method of figures 4A-4E) for 
mapping a set of reference points (Fig. 4B, label XO) in the modified version of the 
second image (Fig. 4B) to a corresponding set of reference points(Fig. 4A, label XO) in 
the second image (Fig. 4A when the image of fig. 4B is rotated to the position of fig. 4A, 
num. 410a); and 

c) applying the transform to each of the plurality of derived component 
images in the composite image to generate the second image and a plurality of modified 
component images corrected for perspective distortion relative to the second image, 
each of the modified component images having the second image as their center of 
projection (As shown in fig. 7 when numeral 720 is rotated to position 710). 

Claim 15 are rejected the same as claim 1 . Thus, argument similar to that 
presented above for claim 1 is equally applicable to claim 15. 

Claim 16 is rejected the same as claim 1. Thus, argument similar to that 
presented above for claim 1 is equally applicable to claim 16 except for the limitation of 
a computer program product as disclosed by Boland et al. in fig. 3. 
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Claim 30 is rejected the same as claims 15 and 16. Thus, argument similar to 
that presented above for claims 15 and 16 is equally applicable to claim 30 except for 
the limitation of: 

merge the second image and the plurality of modified component images (or 
"one or more images... being rendered on the shape's surface (col. 8, lines 60,61)." 
Rendering is interpreted as a merging since a plurality of images is rendered on a 
common surface where each image on the surface is at least touching.) corrected for 
perspective distortion relative to the second image to form a second composite image 
that has the second image as its center of projection (As shown in fig. 7 when numeral 
720 is rotated to position 710). 

Claims 2 and 17 are rejected the same as claim 30. Thus, argument similar to 
that presented above for claim 30 is equally applicable to claims 2 and 17. 

Regarding claim 3, the limitations of claim 3 required a third image in the same 
environment of claim limitations of the second image (fig. 7, num. 720) and are shown in 
Boland et al. in fig. 7, num. 730 as the third image in the same environment of claim 
limitations of the second image. 

Regarding claim 4, Boland et al. discloses the method of claim 1 , wherein: 

a) the reference points in the modified version of the second image include 
four non-collinear and non-coincident points (fig. 48, label XO' and the three other 
corners not labeled) in the modified version of the second image; and 
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b) the reference points in the second image include four non-collinear and 
non-coincident points (Fig. 4A, label XO and the three other corners not labeled) in the 
second image. 

Regarding claims 5 and 1 1 , the limitation of claims 5 and 1 1 are claiming 
inherent characteristics of a rectangle or trapezoid as shown in fig. 4A and 4C, 
respectively. 

Regarding claim 12, this limitation is shown from fig. 4B to fig. 4C were a point in 
fig. 4B, XI is moved to XV as shown in fig. 4C and the shape of the modified second 
image, fig. 4B changes as shown in fig. 4C. 

Regarding claim 13, Boland et al. discloses the method of claim 1, wherein: 

a) the modified version of the second image has a perimeter forming a 
trapezoid (Fig. 4C); and 

b) transforming the modified version of the second image alters the perimeter 
of the modified version of the second image to form a rectangle (As shown in fig. 4A, if 
the image of 4C rotated to the position of fig. 4A). 

Regarding claim 14, Boland etal. discloses the method of claim 1, wherein: 

a) the instruction to shift perspective is received as a single user input (fig. 
2,num, 230); and 

b) the determining a transformation and applying the transform are 
automatically performed in response to the user input (via fig. 2, num. 230). 
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Claims 18-20 are rejected the same as claims 3-5, respectively. Thus, argument 
similar to that presented above for claims 19-20 is equally applicable to claims 3-5, 
respectively. 

Claims 26-29 are rejected the same as claims 11-14. Thus, argument similar to 
that presented above for claims 1 1-14 is equally applicable to claims 26-29, 

Allowable Subject Matter 
8. Claims 6-10 and 21-25 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base 
claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject 

matter: 

Claim 6 is allowable over the art of record, because Boland et al. does not teach 
the limitation of a perimeter that defines a set of vertices, Boland et al. shows a vertex 
as shown in fig. 4A, label XO but does not define a set of vertices of a perimeter and 
uses all points including the vertices in general and does not differentiate the vertices 
from all of the other points in the image nor does Boland et al. suggest any operation 
specifically for the vertices. 
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Conclusion 

9. Applicants amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Dennis Rosario whose telephone number is (571 ) 272- 
7397. The examiner can normally be reached on 6-3. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Joseph Mancuso can be reached on (571) 272-7695. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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